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Minutes of the Eighth Meeting of the 1974-75
Campus. As.s.erobly
Science Auditorium, June 5, 1975, 4:10-5:45 p.m.
This special meeting of the Assembly was called in response to a petition,
bearing the required number of Assembly member's signatures, asking that the
Athletic Committee legislation on women's intercol~egiate sports be considered.
Don Spring raised a point of order: he thought the meeting was in violation
of academic freedom, having been called two days earlier and scheduled in
conflict with the time of the Senate meeting. Thus, he was kept from attending the Senate meeting as was Jim Gremmels from Assembly. He asked that his
protest be recorded should legislation be enacted.
Harold Hinds, Chairman of the Athletic Committee, discussed the proposal.
Three years ago, the charge to the Athletic Committee had been expanded and
the Executive Committee suggested that it undertake some long-riange planning,
one aspect being the opportunity for women to participate in int'ercollegiate
athletics. The Committee worked on the proposal before the Assemoly for the
entire academic year. It represented a compromise between those seeking
deep-seated change and those favoring pretty much the status quo.
The Com~ittee thought that, with seven men's programs to three for women in
intercollegiate sports, and with, at best, one coach for all three women's
sports, the existence of de jure discrimination was proved in the sense that
sex determined the degree of possible participation. The proposed legislation took its guidelines from the NOW (National Organization for Worn.e n)
document and sought equivalent opportunities for women, equivalence implying
that the separate programs need not be identical nor be equally funded. The
intent was to allow for flexibility in planning.
Imholte ruled, in response to a question from Hinman, that the legislation
had been legally adopted by the Athletic Committee. The Committee has nine
voting members and the 5-0 vote represents a clear majority.
Hinmon agreed on the importance of extablishing equity for women but thought
the Athletic Committee was over-reaching its constitutional powers in
·
attempting to dictate procedures to the Division of Education, rather than
restricting itself to proposing policy; attaining equity was a procedural or
administrative problem. Hinds denied that the proposal dealt with other than
policy. Rather, two different units -- parts of the Education Division and
the Athletic Committee -- are charged to develop policy for the same area.
First proposed amendment: Hinman moved that under item number 2, the last
sentence be deleted and the one preceding be revised to read, "The Athletic
Committee will review this plan and if necessary work in cooperation with
the athletic staff to develop an appropriate plan to submit to the Campus
Assembly. 11 He thought the proposal would put us on dangerous grounds with the
Athletic Committee retaining the right to alter a proposal of the professional's on the staff; there was no doubt the staff and Committee could produce
a plan together.
Hinman withdrew the above revision in favor of Farrell's "The Athletic Committee will review this plan and submit to the Campus Assembly those portions
requiring Assembly approval by spring quarter 1976. 11 Review implied communication.
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Hinds thought the amendment inappropriate, since the Constitution charged .
the Athletic Committee to "develop, recommend, and interpret athletic policy ... "
Molde supported the amendment, stating that such planning was already in
progress and that the staff should have had input to the proposal. Hinds
replied that the Committee had not been informed until a few weeks ago that
the staff was involved in such planning and that the proposal on the floor
says the staff should do the planning.
The amendment failed with 26 in favor, 31 opposed, and 4 abstentions.
Second proposed amendment: French moved that the last sentence in item 2 be
altered: "Intercollegiate Athletic Staff" should replace the phrase "P. E.
Staff" and the word "fail" should replace the phrase "be unable." Hinds
indicated he would accept this as a friendly amendment if the description of
the staff was thus more precise and that the replacement should then be made
everywhere throughout the document.
Molde thought the amendment an affront, in implying a mistrust of the staff's
ability to carry out the proposal. · scarborough doubted there was an Intercollegiate Athletic Staff per se. Molde said that some staff play a dual
role in ..teaching PE courses in the Division of Education and reporting to
its Chairman and in coaching intercollegiate sports with responsibility to
himself, the Athletic Director.
Driggs moved LO amend the amendment by replacing "Intercollegiate Athletic
Staff" with "Athletic Director." This would serve a dual purpose. Our precedent has been to charge administrators, not a staff, and to assume that
consultation and action will occur. Hence, this might serve to remove the
affront and to be more precise in defining who is charged to carry out the
proposal.
The amendment to the amendment passed by voice vote.
The amended amendment passed by voice vote.
Third proposed amendment: Kissock moved that items 2, 3, and 4 be deleted
and that a new item 2 be added, reading "The Athletic Director is directed
to carry out this policy and report to the Athletic Committee as requested."
This would remove the punitive aspects of item 2 and eliminate any confusion
existing in item 3 about the staff.
Blahna spoke against the amendment: the Constitution charges the Athletic
Committee with enforcement of regulations and items 2-4 spoke to that. French
did not see item 2 as punitive. Longley thought the provision for failure
unfair to the Athletic Director, since other Assembly legislation has not
had such a provision. Klinger responded to this with the statement that different treatment might be appropriate. Two periods of service on the Athletic
Committee convinced him that an initial period of openness had given way to
· a period in which communication failed and restrictions on athletics disappeared; however, this year's Committee has done a service in taking a
comprehensive look at the program. Hinds stated that the full intent of the
Committee was not embodied in the first item.
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The amendment failed by voice vote.
Fourth proposed amendment: Bopp moved that the first sentence of item 1 be
replaced with this sentence: "UMM affirms the goal of achieving equality of
opportunity for women to participate in all aspects of athletics." Passed
by voice vote.
Fifth proposed amendment: Bopp moved that the second sentence of item 1 be
deleted. This was now redundant given the precedi_ng amendment. Passed by
voice vote.
Sixth proposed amendment: Bopp moved that the beginning of the last sentence
of item 1 be changed from "Despite the inequities . . .·11 to "Despite any differences . . " He was not aware of any studies establishing inequities or of
differences in fundi_ng. A complete study would be required to establish them.
Hinds thought there was evidence but thought the proposed rewording was not
significantly different.
The amendment passed by voice vote . .
Seventh proposed amendment: Kissack moved that in item 3, the phrase "PE instructors" be replaced by "intercollegiate athletic coaches and staff."
Passed by voice vote.
The Assembly voted to extend the end-of-meeting time to 6 p.m. and the time
limit for maki_ng motions to 5:45.
Straw called the question.

Passed by voice vote.

Imholte reminded Assembly members that the proposal was items 1-4, but not
the introductory paragraph.
The proposal on Women's Intercollegiate Sports as amended was adopted by voice
vote.
The Assembly voted for adjournment, 31-22-with 2 abstentions, as Peter French
s~ught to make a motion.
Submitted by Jim Togeas
jl

